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2.0 IDENTIFICATION OEETMREFERRED ALTERNAT

2.1 DEVELOPMENT AND SEIREIG OF ALTERNABVE

CDOTand FMVArecognized that the decision for improvemgsitisraaigh Pueblo would require aisciiinary

approach to developing alternatives that would involve a team of transportation and highway design professionals
environmental managers, public involspetéalisisand a wide range of community stakeholders with an interest in the
outcome of the project. To implement this approach, representatives from FHWA and CDOT joined a consultant te
professionals in a variety of disciplines to form the CDOT Piijec€D&amProject Team followed the guidelines of the
National Cooperative Highway Research ProgramRB@HiRF0, A Guide to Best Practices for Achieving Context
Sensitive Solutipfsr studying improvemerit&3through Pueblo (NCHRP, 2002). Using the process outlined in the Co
Sensitive Solutions guidelines resulted in a Commuf@tyagisioh Purpose and Need, Section 1.4 Vision Statement
the FEIS)ndtransportationlgtions that meet the Purpose andadvi¢leel projeeteresensitive to environmental and
community resources, and edEmnmunity values.

To ensure a comprehensive and rigorous evaluation of possible solutionsethdl €lidebjhree levels of evaluation
and screening)Evaluation and Screening of, iZdagluation and Screening of Conae@@3$Evaluation and Screening

of Strategie¥ he alternatives development and screening process, describ&haptatfiiiternativesf the FEIS,
resulted itne following final alternathaggepresent the full range of all reasonable altarmdwieesfully evaluated in the
FEIS:

x No Action Alternative
x  Existing25Alternative
x  Modifieti25Alternative

The Modifide5Alternativis the Preferred Alternative
2.1.1 Final Detailed Alternatives

Descriptions of the fiehiledlternatives are provided below.

No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternatimasists of no capital improvements-25doeridor study area but does include routine
maintenance such as pavement overlays and restriping of the existing facility, as difiised\yrcBA<h@BEdlieblo

Area 2035 Long Range Transportati¢pARCDG, 2008), and eventually the replacement of deficient structures. These
routine maintenance projects have committed funding, as dedeubbhb iArde 2035 Long Range TranspBittio

and will occur sometime over the neds2@s with the Build Alternatives, the No Action Altetaratigat a thorough
analysis to measure how well it met the project RliYesdwrdevaluationriteria. Analysis of the No Action Altdmative
the FEIS providadenchmark, enabling deaisakers to compare the magnitude of the environmenfaatfecisthe

Build Alternatives togbenario of not making any improvem&fttough Pueblo. An overview of the roadway,
interchangeetwork, bicycle, and pedestrian features of the No ActionisAtevigiicband illustraté&tkimbit2-1.

Existingl-25Alternative

To meet projected capacity needs, the EXAilgrnative would widsto six lanes (three in each direction) from just
north of 29th Street to Indiana Avenue and maiata@s fdwolin each direction) from Indiana Avenue to Pueblo Boulev
on its current alignment. As shdaxhibit2-2, the Existing25Alternativerouldeconstruct the interchangesiged

States Highwdy9g) 50B, Indiana Avenue, and Pueblo Bguylewaide access to 29th Street via a frontage road; and cree
a splidiamond interchange betweersfr@#t and 1Street. The splismond configuration serving the downtown area
wouldhllow access to Séteet4thStreet8thStreetand 13tBtreet Another spiitamond interchange between Abriendo
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SECTIOIR.0IDENTIFICATION OFEHREFERRED ALTERMET

Avenue and Northern Avermugdconsolidate access and straighten the existing highway curves; however, this reconfigur:
requires the removal of highway access at Central Avenue aedfieuctasStreet.

The Existirig5Alternative would improve connaffioify25by extending Dillon Drive south from 26th Street to US 50B. It
would also extend Abriendo Avenuel&@StisSanta Fe Drive. This connedidd provide improved access between the
neighborhoods west and e&&50f

The Existing5Alternative would generally match thel@Bedewation, except in a few areas where a change in the
highway gradeould beecessary to address safetlylems. For example, through dowstbwauldbe 25 to 40 feet

higher than it is currently, wioakceliminate the steep vertical curves in this aresodlgs® be a 2@ 36foot rise in

elevation at the Indiana Avenue amgecim order to develop a full interchange at Indiana Avenue and provide enough
clearance for eagtst traffimoving underne&2t The Existing5Alternative would require the relocation of approximately
1.41 miles of UPRR trackbd east between Abriendo Avenue and Minnequa Avenue to accommodate a wider highway
footprint.

Ownership and maintenance of the new facilities included inlieAledstatiye are detailed in the Memorandum of
UnderstandirflylOUpetween CDOTdatie City, which was finalizddrici2010 (seAppendiki Memorandum of
Understanding Betwd#aCity of Pueblo and Colorado Department of TraneptreaidS.

Modified-25AlternativgPreferred Alternative)

To meet projected capacity needs, the Mp8lfiternative (Preferred Alternative) woult2biesix lanes (three in

each direction) from just north of 29th Street to Indiana Avenue and maintain four lanes (two in each direction) from Inc
Avenue to Pueblo Boulevard. The Métbfdirnative (Preferred Alternathayn iExhibit2-3, was developed from the
Existingr25Alternativey the CDOT Project Team and stakeholders and shares the destjoscobtiaetExistiFizh

Alternative, with the exception of one area of the corridor known as the Central Area, as described in the next paragray

In the Central Area of the corridor (between the Arkaasd<Rivalr Streémplementing the ExidtRigAlternative

would require moving the URRKRSs 150 feet to the east to make room for l@8eDiffgulties associated with moving

the rdiline led to the idea of reloda2Bip a new alignment to the east at approximately llex Stré@bthldwingew

alignment in this area would allow the UPRR rail line south of the Arkansas River to remain in place. Atioproximately |
Awenuel-25would bridge over the railroad tracks and run on the west side of the tracks, rejolribgligeregistijugt

south of Indiana Avenue.

The Modifide25AlternativéPreferred Alternative) was found to have unexpected benefits in the southern end of the corrid
By straightenik@5at llex Stredt25would leave the existing alignment and continue south. The roadway no longer used &
I-25would be available to bezan extension of Santa Fe Avenue, providing a local road that drivers could use to travel n
south through Pueblo without having to H2&eTbis extension would not be possible under theZbAdtemgative.

A second unexpected bengiie dodifideRSAlternativéPreferred Alternative) is that a newesgtirect connection

would be made between Abriendo Avenue and Santa Fe Drive. This connection waudd ponéss frepveen the
neighborhoodgest and eastléf5 An overview of the roadway, interchange, network, bicycle, and pedestrian features of t
Build Alternative is provided and illustEatbibit2-3 and additional degdifigures can be fourtigpendix Af this

document.

The Modifide5Alternative (Preferred Alternative) would generally matchl-2feetevedian in areas where the

alignment follows the current highway alignment, except in one key draagetierthe vertical grades is necessary to
address safgbyoblems. Through the downtowrt-25&all be 25 to 40 feet higher than it is currently, which will eliminate the
steep vertical curves in this area while providing enough clearavest foafei@stiving underne&2b
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EXHIBIP-1
No Action Alternative
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EXHIBIR-2
Existing-25Alternative
I-25 Roadway Features
Six lanes (three in each direction) just north of
=

29th Street to Indiana Avenue

Standard shoulders and acceleration/
deceleration lanes

Dillon-DF.

o Straighten |-25 through downtown — FJou[naidn Creek Park
T \ and an rai
D ion-Pond:
Q Relocate Union Pacific Railroad R i -

26th St

Interchange Features
, Diamond interchange at US 50B with one-way
frontage roads to 29th Street

Split-diamond interchange between 13th Street
and 1st Street with one-way frontage roads
between ramps; additional southbound and
northbound exit ramps near 6th Street

Elizabeth St.
4

Erie Ave.

s 6th St.
e Split-diamond interchange between Abriendo I - «. Downtown | |58t
Avenue and Northern Avenue with one-way Stadiug) har \
frontage roads connecting the ramps ’c‘é",?&i“r“"fe’mw”n - §
b . . . . 'Downlown %, 2% | -3
@ Single-point diamond interchange at p. ¥ : 0. % £
- . %, x >y -
Indiana Avenue N LRy & 1
S ) 5
0 Partial cloverleaf interchange at Pueblo o® A< "f':‘ - Runyon
: :;Z%‘on:?:lex Fountain
Boulevard Bt Lakes SWA
.v"" g Runyon ? we'
%oy f ., e
Network Features ; ; o £ "on %
) i 1 - Arroyo Ave. 2 E
@ Extend Dillon Drive south from 26th Street to I 8 | B Senesict park
" US508 13 g
g_Nol'them Ave. {
- 5 Central Ave. 1
9) Connect Abriendo Avenue and Santa Fe Drive : & bhhl L . \
(US 500) ~ Bay State Ave. Rocsl?erelﬁ:‘nijlrl-;ain %
¢ | Canal St. |8, i
Jones Ave. ;
C £
Bicycle and Pedestrian Features . 116
; c & c - Indiana Ave,
@) Build sidewalks along Dillon Drive extension moekely 1T
and US 50B bridge ]
m, Expand sidewalks on the Mesa Avenue overpass '
to connect Benedict Park to the west side of |-25 '.'J.';;'.:J.g\%n »w‘ - Existing Alternative
aigoza .
@ Build trail from just north of US 50B bridge to Puesio Bvd. [ Rroposed rail
Mlneral Palace Park Water Features

Parks and
Recreational Areas

0 025 05
Scale in Miles

Other Features *Detailed maps of the Existing |-25 Alternative are available in Appendix E
of the FEIS.

Accommodates Circulator Bus System

. Construct a bike/pedestrian bridge between
Mineral Palace Park and the Fountain Creek Trail

_) Build trail between Runyon Field and
— J.J. Raigoza Park

Transportation Systems Management (TSM)
Travel Demand Management (TDM) (By Others)
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)
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EXHIBIR-3
Modifietk25Alternative (Preferred Alternative)
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